12 / 29/72 


Senator William Prosaire 
Senate Office Bldg. 

Washington, B.C. 

Dear Senator Praamire, 

There are some ways in which I think I may be helpful to you in your current 
hearings on the SST, one of whose early opponents I was. The Monroney Committee 
would not take the adverse testimony I wanted to offer from personal experience. 

Liter we met in your office, but you did not then have the interest you now have or 
some member of your staff did not follow it up. I am now engaged in litigation over 
damages to us and the ruin of our farming by aviation. Sonic booms were a dramatic if 
minor part of this. Thus I feel I could do nothing publicly without the approval of 
our lawyer. 

Today* s reporting of your hearings includes pro-SSI? pressures by the Office of 
Management and Budget. To do this they have to ignore a report they have kept secret. 

It is a study by the then bureau of the budget. I was not able to get a copy of it, but 
I was able to learn of its contents. As I now recall, it was definite in saying the 
SST cannot be economically viable and probably said its noise would be intolerable. 

Since then 1 am confident economic factors are even more; adverse. 

When we were having these troubles on out farm, 1 met an FAA noise expert who left 
FAA, I think over this. ^ then established a consulting firm on Jefferson Place, nw. I 
see the current Washington phone book lists him on Sherrier Place, nw. I do not know if 
he could or would be willing to help you. His name is Bart Spano. 

Prior to farming I had been among other things, a Senate investigator, a writer and 
an intelligence analyst. So, I did what I do not believe was done by anyone else. 1 got 
those contrived studies of Oklahoma City reactions to the bestiality of bombarding the 
people there with sonic booms, made for the FAA by the University of Chicago public- 
opinion people. I took them apart. I am confident' 1 still have this analysis. There has 
been nothing like them since Hitler "proved" his war against p oland was defensive. They 
say quite the opposite of what the FAA says they show, despite incredible corruption 
deisigned to produce a preconceived result. 

There are aspects of this I have never seen mentioned in any of the hearings that 
I think can get you considerable popular support. One is what happens when there is 
damage. The victim gust can't recover. At be3t a perfectly sound glass that is broken 
and the cost of replacing and repainting are "depreciated". 

1 have pictures of what happened to one chickens when the ovg. pressures were not 
ever great enough to break a windowpane. 

In order even to file a claim for damage, tfcu. victim must establish what caused 
the boom. How can he identify a plane at supersonic speed and an invisible elevation? 
'When the air Force actually tried to identify perhaps several dozen, when they had radar 
all set, find when I reported in ediately to the designated man by phone, thi. planes were 
out M radar range before anything could be cone. They never caught one. And the air 
secretary really wanted to. 

I have just read this morning's Post. If I gave this more though I'd probably 
recall other things I have you might find useful. If I can help, I'd like to. Good 
luck in your efforts. The SST is more a monster than a boondoggle. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Wei sber*? 



